
< 




II # Posner* s Nitty-Gritty Grits 

The Kenndy assassiirfcion first part of Posner's book ^Bgza n a txbg ends on Page 342, jTt 

4 

W 

It iS followed by liis J ack ftuby story. But not until page 321 , only ten pages before 


his end. does Posner get into his nitty-gritty, that fabulous enhancement of the 

h/v J 

Zapruder arutoikexlitllKzgzrlxiiizifixzradzskirtzaniziBXzwhxiHziBpax:: 


‘‘available to liim alone and the basis of his vaunted "closing" of the "case" of "the 

✓ 

greatest murder mystery of ouVtiiae/'Kandom House's light-hearted description of is: - * 

jLrtnl/ ' 

what was known as "the crime of the c entury," the crime that turned the -aorM around, 
that most subersive of crimes that suberted ouV society and nullified out system of 
government* 

U- LX*' 

He gets into it saying, "Beginning at (Zapruder) ffame 160, a young girl in 
a red skirt and white top was ' was running along (sic) the left side of the President's 
car, down Elm Street, began turning to her right. Bpt by frame 187, less than 1.5 seconds 
later, the enhancement cleSrly shows that she lias stopped, twisted completely away from 
the motorcade, and was staring back at the School Book Depository. That girl was ten- 


year-old Rosemary Willis." 


This should be clearly 


\Wl 
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slaw ^ 

•Dliis wording reflects the Wall Street lawyer in Posner the writers there is no 


She as 


trick too petty or too dirty to pull on his reader to eem to make his point. The Willis 

girl, as lie well knows, was noi "running alcmgsisbB the left side of the President's car." 

/ ^ /) ^ 

running parallel with it^ It was in the middle lane of the street that had three / , 

Ut ,*t C^tyJ- L i C 

lane3 painted onto it. Sloe was to the President's car's left bjit she Was not^near-it 
• b ^Gan ' y, . b _ 

^or in the street. She was on the paved side^hlk on the s^utli side of Elm Street . sk£ xliat 

'V 

sidewall: iassaparated^fraE^thaxaiangaizl^pr ends not far from Houston Street and all that 

side of £lm Street from there to the west is then grass until Close to the coming together 

of tliree streets, from the sauth Commerce, Main and Elm, to funnel through the tripled 

underpass that carries n wide expanse of railway tracks over the merged streets. 

w 

Rosemary WilliAs was never "running alongside the President^ car and Posner 
lm&w'that very well. lifter all, did he have that fantastic "enhancement" righh before him? 

'j?osner'’: gross and prejudicial misrepresentation should not divert attention from 
the fact that 


He also knows the Secret Service would not permit ±ha± anyone that close to the car. 


"T- ' V; -SrNJ.Vj. 
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from, and clearfA^anS"" exclusively flrom those "new Zapruder enhancements" and'tliat ("the 

enhancement* clearly shows” she has stopped.,,and was staring back at the "deposi troy 

Q lv [fyfuf ^ /U/2M&, liriuUlsViMAt- 

bUildiDS * ' 

This is what Posner says he "uncovers" in his book tl^ou^>JUiMMSiS | Vvche latest 
scientific-and computer enhancements ^of^film^. • " | / ^ u/t ^ Ln&( 'utu’i* 


(fa CH u£ka *1 tfut ( J !M fralia ___ 

'' After saying '^aST n soae Tr beUeve^^Stopped. because her father called^dher,;^N 

Pcsner says thatvas not the reason: 

•Nbwever, when no^teay%illip was asked why sh£ had stopped running with the Prosi- 
fy 

dent*s car, she said, f I stopped when I heard the shot 1 *" 

At this point Posner has a footnore numbered 18# 

Continuing, nothing omitted in quotation, Posner gets to his keystone , what holds 

Jjly j,\4* Ce 4fVMf qW fe y 
all of his solution to the crime u^iflmtTs new~t hanks ^'tdfhlm: 

T^e Zapruder film is the visual confirmation that provides the timing.,/ T&Lo timing 

i 3 23^2, timing, l&a P roof that the first shot fired ^ he said it was the one that missed^ 

was fired at about feame 160, not the frame 210 that despite Posner’s denial of it is 

basic to the official "solution." 

He then, f no thing omitted in quoting, lias another quotes 

"'ll/ that first 3 plit second, I thought it was a firecracker. But within maybe 

/ 

one tentl^of a second , I knew it was &h a i i flg a gunshot# ##I t hink I probably turned to 
noise, toward the Book Depository 1 • 11 


look toward the. 

Who Postfar here quotes he does not say# *^t is not the Willis §Lrl# Ten— year-olds 

MJ * /V 

are not likely to be able to understand jfcliat "one tenth of a second " is# Posner, istead 

xy 

of telling his read /Who he is quoting, has his footnote 19 here# 

He resumes, still nothimg omitted in quoting, "Just after Rosemary willis 4T slowed 
and started turning toward the Depository, the ehhancefli film shows that ±kK President 
Kennedy, who was waving as the car tmonedliad turned the comer , suddenly shopped waving." 

I skip further quotation of this because it means nothing at all, as anyone who 
has ever suffered the embarrassment of being the one honored in a motorcade, liEe 
for Hiss New Jersey Blueberry or as I was , afT^h? National arbecue King, knoW3 that 

# t 
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one has to wave all the time, except when, brief 3y, the arms are rested, and it does get 
to be a terrible bore* Horeovcr, Posner is careful not to identify what he refers to 

w 

above keyed to the only timing device, tliat Zapruder film each individual picture of which 

bias given tli^ official number by then F Bfl} Laboratory Agent Lt Lyndal L* Shaneyfelt* 

. CnyyXl^lUl^i l{/ 

Posner re jumoe "In addition to the reactions of the Willis girl, the 
President, and lira* Kennedy, Governor (John B* )Connally f s recollections and actions con- 
firm a shot was fired before frame 166*" tPage 1 322) 

Whoa, Welliel ^riiich • appens to be a phrase as well as rs. ^onnally's name*) 

Didn't Danner saj^, "devoid of speculation?" 

fftki ion* t Posner's speculation about those "recollepti4n3 and actions" what is, his 

„ ’ , u\ U-Cc^l LtM+™ 

only" confirmation" of tliat oar lb. shot , ther~t han-JLliat/ still! . nn i u p.ry^ied-e^ 

. j? £ jvj Ll - KC jjl i~i £*\ p £/^/U( ft' /t'LS'H'/'i ; 

Anyone daudliar with the Warren Commission testimony to which ha^makes only in- 

^teows that Posner_{£ves^ w 

frequent mention own interpretations > SBaa^^int^preto®ms J ^a#rhfi 

Ju i ft kitf fVr**dtCt. 

, naturally heft* ' the meaning he wants them to have ida rather than^ tho - wints aes-did^ 

n Tp fuTT * : 'VfHwi'i /uirflbj ju lu& tiCiJb 

- M bpils down to that ‘f^ten-y ear-old V/iilis girl and the^maan±ng"bf her actions 

from that computer enhancement and from nothing 61se. 

s 

With it Posner says that from one o f ^ ©Governor Connally's motions , "beginning at 

frame 162, when tho V/illis girl started turning around and tho President stopped waving" 

is when tliat firs’zf Posne^-ahot was firqcj. (page 322) // ^ t f j_ , , / /. /, / 

. t For ‘ what io no V ro levant io^-en-y- w ay^o 1 1 icr^hto^d'ir^poiri^esa^Ote s~t o-make-rt he ; ^ 

.3 M Jti unfit in 4 '/wT /^V 

I nitus- impressive irhen^^hroughout^hn~ l/qokl^a^acy^thaj^^nrtr at~all^eo~is^Qt^oui^d- at 

U Ui i« . U MK-iUtu+fy “jniua 1 ' <^r~zrz — 

all# Posner# as~3^©»drtted^ quotayionnbovei^-s-4^^hat C!some" believed the girl 

had stopped because her father called her* Posneris f ootnbte~~itf, Number 17, On page 555? 

J. ' \-t :t -till ^ ^ — 

^bhat-i5^KH5f=4" 1 7 ♦ interview with Jim iioore, ^irchT,! 992. " 

Jim Moore's bo A, "Conspiracy of Qn eL: the Definitive $oolc on the Kennedy Aasas sinati on . 

Forth Worth, Texas, the Summit Croups, 1990, 1991" is in Posner's bibliography* (Page 502) 

jpDoem' t sound much different tlian ^ase Closed , doe^it^ /W^- , 

Posner sure can pick 'em! l^al dependable po6f)le like all those bi^^I’jiie plugs say. 


;v> ^.cvr^r-' ■ , - .. r ...vs-,;"-.* •••••> •• •; *.r.v.- 7 ' •?.*" .•• •'v '.v'v ?>* r.: 



extra space 

I return to what I slipped for continuity in what Posner says ab/ut the "enhance- 

w /» 

ments and the Willis girl that he broke the continuity to say f “tki^to his little dis- 

— /^At- 
traction about one of his "somes*" It turns out to be one, not kwhk "somet^r 1 when he 

said that 11 some 11 believed the girl liad stop ped runn ing because her father called her* 

tf/ 

"Some'* is evidence? Hot the "theory” Posner supposedly never resorts to?^ Posner 1 s 


note for this is H t e nb er 17 r on page 553. It reads, "17. Interview with im Moore, march 

9,1992/ The average reader ha3 no way of knowing whether Moore is an authentic expert 

He is a nut but 

or an assassination nut.Khst'liappuiig'"tu believe, as Posner does, that Oswald was the 
lone assassin* That is enough for Posner, who can find few kindred souls. So, he treats 


It lacks the slight validity that can be given to a theory J* 


Moore not like the nut he is and pretends he is a dependable, quotable source* 
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ittributing special importance to the arrant of those boros is typical of the 


genius of those 


OA ^ who defend the official soultxon no ^er wfcrt. 

VSttt2-S« were'eJaaked in any 
llobodv knows how those boxes were stacks i^-odee* they were^ 


particular* 


They had been moved from the other side of the floor for the new 

flaring to bo laid .her. they had teen. tod as fosner too,;, if not from Us, diligent 
research in tbs Vlerren Commiesloa records, fr« pago'W'of « Wh i tish, the H.pog ^ 
***» ma. Citing the Cohesion, s o» evidonoe (2UM> and testimony (TEH.?/ 

I Shonod that those boros had been moved by the police as soon an they reacted that 

point in tteir search. I ale. published four of the Cohesions photographs that also 
• i_ proved. 

show what the iBHttMX testimonifw«s (pefe® 3 204-5 

Bat nothing as insignifient ae osti>lished fact deters thoee determine to 

prove that tfca Oswald vas the lone assassin. 

Like Posner, 


-,'v , ,v*-- •••?: • ?. r 'Ky^r svy^.rv'vv:..^-* 1 
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When Moore wa 3 a jg high-school kid in Knoxville, Arkansas in 1975 
lie called himself "The John F. Kennedy Assassination Research and Documentation Center." 

He sent me a copy of a story about him in the Arkansas D emocrat for ^ ul tv 26 oy^ that year. 

av vJ.U. 'J 1 ' 0 -*' ' , \ ^ ^ 

lie was a far-sigHted youngster I) once wrote me that he planned not to lake his 

high cliool senior year so he could graduate college in an election year, when he could 

run for pr^jident-of the United States j 


Posner * 1 ? tbrnric T ' y 1 "^ d inar £ n rnm rr n rtTnnrr, Vrrr theorizes, -an d he -^theorizes in open dT 

defiance of the existing, proven, official evidence, although specula iffes would probably 
\ '* I j CtY'/ 

be closer, there beings nop basis in fact for his qogunient abe^t O^ald^a^preeenee on that 

ci m ah iy ( hviu' c‘1 

ui^th floor at tho time of the assasoina^ion fcad I^s-^llegedniep^ure from it^y-are-moch 
ti/KpT »nui .Ufyit'M % ^ olv^U'L^ v u. a 


-li^e-bhoe;e'of-4kK>re^ Korre 1 s^i"AtT the ^opooitory - The Physical ^vidnee, ehsFptsr'T" In 

n 

tliat chapter ^oore, apparently seeking fame other than a3 President of the u nited 

n y 

States, recounts the evidence lie and his friend and helper Rick discovered when they go± 

Kt ji v 'ka.,u/ 1 tn^%4 \ opf* 

permission to remove the plywood floor that as beihfe laid over the very, very olaaieffl. 

£f,1tW fh^*f *1 fa WLUiVMlu’V*. j 

3 iflth-floor of^ Mio^riginal ■ anoAont -btri±rdiflg. They were locking for proof about how 

the cartons of school books has been stacked in tliat alleged sniper’s nest. /q nd» — lak e 

Ppswr.-, hat Moore goes for, Moore finds. Jn his reconstruction prior to his lifting the 

new floor off, he says on pages 44 and 45, they found that the "carles on the old wooden 

4lW’ if , Jby 1 

floor," from the sniper’s nest (stacking of cartons* Ww^r "were again visible when we 

4 , xL 

removed tlie plywood to prepare 11 his "exMbit*"Thdy had to have been marked: made the dajr 

of the assassination "since there was no way for those marks to move daring the twenty- 

Vi •' 

five years thy ?hey were covered over, they serves as xtremely accurate guides for the 

I 

placement of tho boxes" for Ms exhibit* 

•Now because tliat is what moore wanted, those alleged marks could not possible have 
be n made by an y fath e r b o xe s during the decades of t hay building® s liie^fSecause^ he - 
required for Ms fame and glory tliat cardboard boxes that one time only make "marks 11 
on the tough, old, seasoned hard wooden flor, by golly, he found those marks and those 
marks only* 

Yup, Posner knows how to pick 'em, the most dependable of sources! 






This aburd absurdity not only did not keep Posner away from Mozbre^Hoore not draw 

^cutting remark from Posner, as did each and every author who did not agree with the 

xv ty ~ Mr .. — - , 

Warren Report# Posner used hint as a source EHrxanzinEBBOsXBhensibiEic w&en thefe was no 

/ 

reason to use him as a source, jftsner wrote (page 238), "Those who study the plaga (Pealey 

Plaza) are not surprised by usual echo jspcttvnrsi characteristics." Any one really 

fairdliar with the Warren Commission testimony could have found a source to cite in the 

official information. And almost anyone is more *nr ‘probative than Moore! But Posner's 
* (\ _ x _ 22 " , u 

‘"Tiote^on* Page 542; is, "Moore, Conspiracy oT Onej There -are^less ridiculous book* that 
Posner could have quoted. But it pseems he wants to mention Moore. What did he cite 
Moore for? For Moore d U3e of Commisjion testimony, the very testimony Posner presents 
himself as expert on:"Counsel (Joe) Ball then aked (Lee) B^wersjif he had familiarity 
with the soudds coming from " two locations in the area "Bowers replied that he "had 

• ii/f 

noticed at the time the similarity of sounds occuring in either of these tyo locations. 
There is a similarity of sound because there is a reverberation which takes place at 
either location." (page 33) ; 

'P 0 sner in his argument makes a big thing about ear witnesses. In addition to citing 
Commission testimony, H*r Moore also says on that page, "Again, the Plaza is a vast 
echo chamber." 

From his own representations of his own most diligent scholarship in the Commission's 
published information Posner had no need for citing Moore. For example, in his fourth 
note in his Cliapter jt 14 Posner uses a very general^ and essentially meaningless note, 
me an i ng less if a reader wants to check that source for himself : "Author ' s review of witnes- 
ses statements published in the twenty six volumes of the Warren Commission and available 
at the National Archives." 

li itself this is an unusual statement. Those twenty-six volumes were published. 

While they are rare they are still available second-hand, more rarely new, but they are 
CylCt 

and they have been /Why this reference to the National Archives? Are they not also 
available in numerous libraries, like Posner’s own New York City libraries? 

Cn July 12. 1992 I wrote Posner, needling him a bit, "Jim Moore wrote someone who gave 




jpe a copy:/Vincent Bugliosi (Los Angeles prosecutor in the Charles Hanson case and a 
strong, uninformed and vociferous supporter of the Warren Report) apparently agrees 
with me (that is, Hoore), and a book by Gerald Possner(sic) will be published by Ran- 
dom House in 1993 assering that my souition (sic and ugh! ) is indeed the correct and 

'V * 7 

valid reconstruction of thj {Prime * 1 Thought you'd be interested*" I did not dream for 

f* oveni 


a minute that Posner would take Moore seriously* 


overweanin^ego id apparent in 


his letter, those with bigger names agree with Ids ’'solution * 11 

of ^une 12 

Posner repljld under date of *^uly 1 6 , "Received your note/and found it amusing* If 
I knew what I believe in this complex area, I certainly would not be working so hard 
as I am to make some headway through boxes of documents and piles of interviews •" This 


was also to tell me that Posner had not'^Saxn “yet decided what he believed about the 
case* The evidence is that he began with a preconception and publ^ihed what he began 
believing* 

£n&oe ^ t k e n -said , "I met Mr* Moore when Trisha and I visited the Book Depository 
daring our trip to Dallas a couple of months past* He seemed like a likeable fellow* 
*** I am not sure how I can agree with Ids 1 solution 1 •* The very word scarees me as I 
am not sure there is a 'solution 1 to the case. Everybody sees what they want to see." 
Posner is not an exception* 

posner 1 s use of Moore as a source and that strange footnote so general in 

studied/ 

nature and telling uninformed readers that h&'sze^K those twi^ety— six volumes is one of 

many suggestions that all Posner's work was not his own and that he in fact is not as 

jl 

familiar with the extensive available information as he prtends to be in his book* 

He had not much more than a year for doing all Ids travelling, intervieviing, 
mtJj ij <y£ ok+tl 

researching (^“readZ^.flir^imply is not possible for any one person to have read all 

3 ^alm ost J 

of /all v^ther/writers) 1 


the sources he cites and, where he is critical, as he is 


/than 


Moore ar t?- m an y w r i t c r c Ff ho had to read more than the passges he % criticiz£s ^ 

to be fair and not" to err.j Li. u . w 7 h r, *•. - ^ ^ \ 

Of~cesss»> J.t is not impossible t that those he trusted gave him much of that, 

the passages he quotes and how to criticise it* There 


r '.Ti 


’ v.? •n-vw.w^; yy» . 
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'ihe notes on his interviews lo-.ve this without any question at all. So does his conduct 

W 

and what lie was and was not interested in when he wan here in February, 1991* He did not 
ojd ^me for evidence in support of Oswald as the lone assassin or for evidence against it# 





17A 


From the many thousands of FBI pages I re- eived in those FOIA lawsuits it became 

obvious that the FBI has just tliis kind of operation, and an extensive one, in the 

Division it called "Crime Records," Among the non-police, nonJ^jivesti&ative roles those 

agents played was putting together entire books for writers the FBI knew would v/elcome 
O L/VOvJS 

A nhat the FBI wanted published. The FBI had its favorite writers and publications, too, 
and it used fiem effectively to assftp manipulate and control the news and wliat people 
could know and believe. 


■ ' • ■ ....... ..... . . 
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Thor© is more, much more, that was published in book form and available in libraries* 

llut-Lt cukv 'Art* . 

anfceaeft the sensational nationwide telecast of one of tlie most sensational Congressional 

hearings of all time. But as Posner knew, people forget. Is it not clear that the famous 

writers and the historian who plugged this book before publication both knew and forgot 

about that hearing in reading Posner’s book? 

Yet even after interviewing Uonseko, who was already on the public record say- 

' 

ing the exact opposite, Posner 
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are agencies w^th si!ch interests and facilities ^From its own disclosed records the 
CIA wa3 to do that and to support the Warren Report, not a normal function of 

intelligence agencies . Its first target was Mark Lane when he travelled abroad. 

favorTT^^'ing him something^Ssi almost Unique and 


The CIA. did 

Urfl4- 


enormous 

tiien(enSroly unique in j^&ioting his book: it made its prize KGB defector, Yuri Kosenko 
available to him., MxifctaxBHfiraK^s::^ 

^TTooehko cqn^be reached <pnly through the CIA the assum/ name under which hevLives 

and where he lives are believed to be essential to keep him from being killed* Of this 

ti#ly raije favor done him by the CIA Posner says 0 -(page 502) "Only twice before had 

he <&CTeed to private interviews, and they had not been about Oswald* A jour nali st from 
A . U*S* 1 

one of the earlier meetings had later disclosed the/ state in which Nosenlfo 


was living, forcing him to move* Respite the risks in granting another interview 
he agreed with the argument of my first letter to him, emphasing his duty to the 
historical ecord* The extended time he spent with me, combined with his recall for 
details, was more than I originally expected*" 

_ Hogwash! 

Kosenko agreed to the interview because the CIA told him to grant it andthe CIA 
would do that only if it was absol utely certain of Posner and of what his book would 

4 say. 

Bearing on this is wliat Posner has in his book that he attributefj to Kosenko* t 
is frills for the preconceived writing, no more, it is certainly less,itaiizKa s if there 
is interest in the assassination and about the real Oswald and what the KB$ thought of & 
him, that was readily available, for example in my Post Mortem * that dates to 1 975* 

\it* ff — the H os n c fr o says that Oswald had a rifle in Russia 

and became proficient in its use. What Kosenko told the FBI is that with a shot gun 
Oswald as so poor a shot that when he went hunting his friends gave him game to take home 
because lie never once hit an a n i ma l* 

"“Wl0K Ji 

Moreover, eb Posner should have known, private ownership of rifles was^ prohibited in 

l 

the USS^ then and certainly the Officially & approved hinting club of which Oswald 
was a~^aeS - niember would ^iave have permitted rifles-^f any had been available, as they^ 

# 1 
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we return later to what Kosenko told the FBI that Posner had and did not use. Big 

reasons for not using it arc so highly suggestive they need no explanation from me. 

There is a further strong suggestion that Posner's is a book unofficially officially 

sui&rted. Nosenko's agreeing to be interviewed at length even after his life was considered 

n 

endangered by the previous interviewer was truly exceptional, ^-t was only the third 

interview Nosneko granted in his 30 years of secret living in the United States. 

X'xlh JA&tx 

H is public appearance for the very first time f Sk4b^rt withhis face hidden, is 
not Jess than remarkable( (M^i ' 

Why in the world should Kosenko have travelled to the U e , York studio just to pro- 
note a book- with widch he then disagreed so publicly in saying that Oswald was not 
/Vi/fV hXH. jlxi'h 

capabaleof boi bojng the assassin? 

As , of course, he would have told Posner in the interview - if Posner had cared 
v. r\ uWi/XLyi -* 

endugfttrWxfc to~ ask. But that would have endangered his book with its 


preconception 

that had to be /{nown to the CIA for it to arrange for the Nosneko interview. 

There certainly is no question about it: Nobody about whom the CIA is not ab- 

3oIue(tly certain can even get a letter to Upsenko, leave alone interview £iiiin and then 

in-, /n^Uu~h T V ! 

have him for the first time even to come out of his secret life to promote a bookty 

There are ample indications that Posner paid~it^Ick ond-tfi that it knew he wou jd r ^H-£ 
jtynvd/frfl- u) A— 

1 if Junlj in ldtT not using the reaiily available information from Kosenko that was already 
public. Tne qjjid pro quo is painfully obvious to. all who are informed and not blind in 
the mind, v w 

£Wer"5l5U“ 


on 


unusual acJknoWled ggmen t afe t h e g am e — pago, t e '^otegEarn e s t, 
chief of the CIA*s Office of Lc and Agency Information, who Kas always very gen- 
erous in his assistance." (page 502) 



What " as ostance""' other than handling 
There is no CIA recori 
little girl basis for hi 
before reading the 
ner? It ce: 


book up to Posner's prettyt 
id me to write this 

give Pos- 

Oswald 


* WT' '•-vr' v->,v; V n iri? v-' .->••• .*«c - *. V-"'.* ’ ' V>V V; . ' .V*- ' .V 



One of Posner 1 s w acknolwedgements , on tse pagers his thanks to Nosenko but 
separated from it 3 ^* in acentence that lias no ap^rent connection with it, is to the CIA* 
"A special thanks to both Cynthia WegThann, Esq* New Orleans, who allowed me to 
review her father's voluminous papers on the Garrison case, and to Peter Earnest, chief 


of the /ciA 1 Office of Public and Agency Information, who weTs **€£* always generous in 
th his assistance*" 

"Always?" In more than faking ITosenko available? In connection with "the Gar- 
rison case?" 

That "case," except to government agencies like the CIA and the FBI, was not "the 
VO 


Garris on^hse." it was the Clay Shaw ®ee case* Garrison had charged Shaw with conspiring 
to kill JFK* He had so little evidence that the jury, which believed there had been a 
conspiracy , found Shaw not guilty in less than an hour. There were unproven allegations 
published abroad that I reported in Shoes Oswald in New Orleans that Shaw was CIA. (page 248) 

Why does iSner have these unusual formulations, unusual for a writer and unusual 
for a lawyer, referring to Edward V/egmann's recojids of his defense of Clal^Shaw, 

chief of whose defense counsel he was, not as the Shaw case but as the Garri^fsii case? 

And why does he bracket this with the CIA by thanking both in the same sentence. 

Why, too, should Cyntliia ^ftWegmann have trusted Pog^ner, been certain that he 


was writing a bok book in accord with her father's beliefs? What kind of assurances 
could he have given her and from whom that persuaded her to grant Posner that also 
unique favor? ^ u / 

It was when I came to Posner's writing about the Willis girlYthat I decided to 
do this writing and began it. Among the reasons is that it is the entire basis for the 
book, that little girl and those" enhancements, "and how Posner handled it. Up that this 


point, which is only a few pages from the end of the assassination first part of Posner's 
book, I recall no use of any* record tiiaj/y eems ~to T)e f ronf'ythe CIA and I am certain that 
in hi3 notes Posner cites not a single tiling he got from the CIA. Why then does he bracket 
his thanks to ti^e astisWfof Clay Shaw* s chief defense coujfhel with his thanks to the 
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'.and to when he att rib utes not a single record^ ) 

CIA. jbfficial with whom he dealt) r anu why that *£&5^'alBays geherous in his assistance" 

as coining 

when there is not a single citation of any information/from the CIA's public office and 
when liis book reflects hot a single record coming from that office/ of from that 
agency? 

What dybbuk crept into Podner's mind and snuck into his computer when he wrote 
this? ‘v 


Especially/ when there is no question about the fact that Posner could not 
possibly have done all the work he uses and cites in the time he had for this book. 

For a single interview, if Earnest arranged that, "always generous in his 
assistance is not an appropriate formulatin# 

Then there is something else that is strange, Posner knew I had done much work 
on Owwald and he should have known that I also had done much on Nosenico# I forecast 
more writing on both in what 1 pafcfcu published and he had. If he looked at the 
labels on the many of ray filecabnets he spent days □ ever always with he also knoew, 
if lie did /Nbt know earlier, as from any research at all he would have, that I filed 
two lawsuits to obtain the results of the Bfl I 1 -sAe testing of JFK assassination evidence# 
That he is a l< w a l w te lawyer may nit have led to his knowing that the first of 
those suit led to the amending of the Act's investigatory files exemption to open to 
FOIA access files of agencies of the CIA and the FBI# But it is well know and reported 
in the field and with minimal research ^mhe should have known about it# He makes a big $&■* 
tiling later about some of that evidence. Yet when he was here he asked me notiling at all 
about it. He 4 gf"s aw and lie had free access to s ixty file cabinets of information yet he 
did not ask nc for any Oswald, Nosenko or test-results information, 

Posner 
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PoSuqr-has nothing but trivialities , no tiling new of s ubstance about him, and far 
lessMjten-ias public abouf'Mnr'that the CIA. does no t like, including a considerable 


Urtt that I traoh-dUblSilldd aMTotiher had. . 

nlnn had, as all riting in the field always have had}) unsupervised access to 
the tldrd of a million once-secret official pages I received after a dozen difficult 
costly and long- lasting gflflbcsyite lawsuits under the Freedom of Information Act. 

Some of those suits lasted more that adecade. The/ iusulv e d ' more tlian two full file 
cabinets r,f timm-winnn . TO CIA refused to let me have, even in lawsuits, 

o n x - 

Oswald and other inf orm i 'ation/' that were to be given to the people under that law. But 
it gave Posner access to Nosenko. Posner and his wife |risha spent three days ifere 
here copying whatever they wanted, and my Nosneko information is quite voluminous. 

rh**\ ckT /wcefcits \A~-- 

Tr*sha' s acount is that they made 724 cipies on ouV'copier. ■'■s it not more than ob- 

I 

vious tliat with its consistent record of compelling those it knew did not agree with 
the of ficiaT~ Bol ut~' "solutionj^bo the crime to sue for information that the CIA had to 
be certain in advance of what Posner* s book would be and aW 


t 
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The one other indication in the book that can posshly relate to the prized "assist- 

. A a 

ance" Posner got from the CIA is a note on Page^ 51 1 of 'Mo woiurcr? n ased on inter- 

A. J 

view (sic) with confidential intelligence sources (sic).'* Those are never possible withr- 
out official approval 9 if not arranging. 1 

It is clear tliat at the very least the CIA kj^rw from the beginning that Posner 1 s 
book would be to its liking* 


Disclosed CIA records also make it cle ar^h at l^e CIA's rps^arches include preQ 


| (MclvIu /r\ 

cisely the kind of information ^-Pcrrrl a :^ uses* throughout his bocdc^That is~"one pos- 

.j, urvvh- n 

sible explanation of how he coudpL cire so great a volume o^sourd^p far beyond the y 

started his inditing*: It was given to him* 

‘We've be lecte 



P sner's affair witli her* .thtf 

><_ 

be time enougli^to report~lll5fit~he“ hadr -in 
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capability of the fastcst'^aveller and speed reader to travel to, locate, read-*»d di- 


gestStlien cite in the? time he had before he began writing this book. 

The normal time spread between the handing in of the manuscript and the publica- 

XfWvM '. l * 

tion of a hardback book is six months.' book was on sale before the last •***€/<$ 

August, 1993. Posner told me he as just beginning his work in February, 1992. And what 

a truly great amount of work he\efers to^Tcites and claims to have done! xfilaa had 

onlbj about a year or a little more for everything, iucluding the writing. 

There is on ly one way of explaining this; much was given to him. 

ait 

He did not have to do^tnat work. 

The degree to which 'SSB-is Tosner’ s is a CIA book may be a question. 

The fact that it is beyoa^ question. 

At the very least, tho CIA made Posner* s book possible. 







